INTRODUCTION
Discourses are made up of sentences, and sentences become a unified whole by the use of appropriate cohesive devices. Cohesion and coherence is one of the internal indicators of discourse quality, if the discourses cohere well, the sentence relationship will be logically clear, the content will be coherently and smoothly expressed, even though "cohesion is not the sufficient and necessary conditions for the coherence"（ Miao Xingwei, 1998, p. 45). For the vast majority of discourses, the realization of coherence needs the help of some cohesive devices. Adverbial Conjuncts which are important cohesive devices contribute to the realization of textual coherence. includes "all that may be understood by the expression of our own personalities and personal feelings on the one hand, and forms of interaction and social interplay with other participants in the communication situation on the other hand" (p. 66). That is to say, the interpersonal function of Adverbial Conjuncts helps the writers or speakers to make their own presence explicit in a text; it also permits them to express their comments, attitudes, and evaluations of propositions and to express the relationship between writers and readers.
Classification of Adverbial Conjuncts
In order to carry out this descriptive study, we need to first develop a framework of Adverbial Conjuncts to ensure the computer concordancing. The framework used in the present research is the convergence of the schemes proposed by Halliday and Hasan (1976) , Quirk et al. (1985) , Biber et al. (2000) . Among those, Quirk et al.'s scheme is used as a template, because perhaps their scheme is the most comprehensive and systematical categorization which seems to quite adequately meet our demand for a taxonomy of items for computer concordancing. The taxonomy will also include some Adverbial Conjuncts listed by Biber et al. (2000) and Halliday and Hasan (1976) , because they examined the same grammatical items as we do in the present research. Moreover, we add a category which is called "corroboration" (Dai et al., 2000) . It includes certain attitudinal disjuncts (Quirk et al., 1985) like "actually"， "in fact", "of course" and "indeed" or instance adverbials (Biber et al., 2000) which are said to have a cohesive function of connecting the proposition to the preceding sentence in that they tend to add a new point that strengthens or gives a new turn to the preceding sentence (Granger & Tyson, 1996) .
On the whole, the Adverbial Conjuncts we decide to study are a close set of items (146 adverbial conjuncts) that can be listed (as shown in Table 1 ), with the exception of the category of enumeration/addition. And Adverbial Conjuncts are realized by the following syntactic forms: single adverbs (e.g., anyway, however, nevertheless, so, though, therefore, etc), adverb phrases (e.g., even so, first and foremost, more precisely, etc), prepositional phrases (e.g., by the way, for example, in addition, in conclusion, on the other hand, etc), finite clauses (e.g., that is, that is to say, etc) and non-finite clauses (e.g., to sum up, added to that, to conclude, etc) (Biber et al., 2000, p. 884).
Previous Studies on Adverbial Conjuncts
Adverbial Conjuncts are difficult and troublesome for learners to master because of its large quantity, more usages and complexity of meanings. So a great many And it aims to be significant both in theory and in practice.
In theory, it is intended to enrich the research on the use of Adverbial Conjuncts in L2 writing and promote a better understanding of the role of adverbial conjuncts in writing.
In practice, it aims to reveal the developmental trend in the use of adverbial conjuncts in writing of ESL learners in China and provide insights into the teaching and learning of adverbial conjuncts in English writing.
Research Design

Corpora Used in the Study
The corpora used in the present study are three subcorpora Altogether, all in all, in all, in conclusion, in sum, to sum up, in general, generally speaking, generally, on the whole, in short, briefly, so far, in brief, in a word, in one word, generally, in sum.
Namely, that is, that is to say, in other words, thus, for example, for instance, especially, more especially, I mean, be more precise, in particular, particularly.
On the other hand, conversely, instead, on the contrary, in contrast, by contrast, in comparison, anyhow, anyway, however, nevertheless, at the same time, even so, yet, in any case, in any event, at any rate, at all events, in spite of that, in spite of this, after all, all the same, notwithstanding, instead of this (that), under any circumstance, needless to say, otherwise, unfortunately. Table 2 is a description of the three corpora.
Research Questions
On the basis of Quirk (1985)' classification of Adverbial Conjuncts, the present study is to investigate the developmental characteristics of the use of adverbial conjuncts, specifically, the research questions examined in the study are: quantitative results could have occurred by chance, and thus they should always be reported in research articles describing a corpus-based study".
Findings and Discussion
Overall Features of Non-English Learners' use of Adverbial Conjuncts
What are the general situations of the use of Adverbial As shown in Table 3 , the distribution of different semantic categories is roughly the same in the three corpora: And at the same time, the statistical data seem to indicate that there is no significant difference in the thought pattern when using adverbial conjuncts to organize texts. The authors can also note from Table 3, as students Secondly, writing strategy adopted by the students in ST3
and ST4 also accounts for the similar amount of adverbial candidates and CET-6 candidates.
Study on the Individual Adverbials
The top ten English adverbial conjuncts in ST2, ST3 and ST4 are shown in Table 5 . For the convenience of comparison, the percentage of the total number of adverbial conjuncts is given.
As indicated in Table 4 
Conclusion
Major Findings
Through corpus based contrastive analysis, it is found that, 
Limitations of the Study and Recommendation for Future Study
Like all empirical studies, this study suffered from some limitations though it was designed carefully. On one hand, to a great extent, the present study is a quantitative study, qualitative analysis is not enough, and the erroneous use of adverbial conjuncts is not taken into account. On the other hand, students in the three different learning stages are not the same, and will it influence the research results? All these issues would leave the field open to further fruitful research.
